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Chief, SR Division 
Director of Conanunicat ions 
Inspection Team Communications 


i NOV 1958 

yi 


Attached is a suggested position along with the arguments for 
and against on the subject of communications for ground inspection 
teams as you requested. Also attached is the material previously 
provided the Atomic Test Ban Conferees concerning conanunicaticns 
requirements for inspection teams. I have not had an opportunity 
to have these papers coordinated with DD/l. I vill have this done 
and inform you of the results of this coordination after you arrive 
in Geneva. 
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SUBJECT: Suggested Position with Regard to Control of 

Coussunic ations for Surprise Attack Conference 

1* There are two areas of conmmicat loos concern in the forthcoming 
Geneva Surprise Attack conference which could affect objectives of this 
Agency. These axe: 

a. The degree of ectaBsmications control which is exercised ever 
electrical coaaaxnications facilities to and from the inspection teams to 
he located in tie Soviet bloc countries. 

b. The f r eed om of censorship restrictions which may or may not 
he placed on these inspection teams. 

2, it is assumed that the major c ocanunicat ions problem for allied 
Inspection teams is to eoanmicate Information which eventually will 
arrive at a point in the U. 3. where retaliatory action can he 'token. It 
votald appear tha t an appropriate TJ« S» objective at the conference would 
fee to have each inspection teem provided with U. 3. controlled eomtaini- 
c ations capable of 'transmitting information from the toam location to the 
app rop r i ate cowand point in the tl. S. without intervening human delays. 

3* Xt is suggested that the following principles he incorporated in 
the V* S. position on this problem. 

a« She host country will make available adequate and reliable 
communications facilities to the inspection teams in their country. 

b. tn addition all inspection teams will have the right to use 
their own communications facilities to any location outside the host 
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country and will have the right to transmit without censorship or other 
restriction information In any fora. 

tu A listing of the arguments for the above principles are as 
follows; 

a. Communications reliability will he considerably improved 
if a Multiplicity of coRMuaicatlons channels are provided. 

b. A total disruption of all of the teams coESHunications 
facilities by a boat country will he such more difficult if the teams 
have their own conanmications facilities and have the capability of 
operating them. 

c. The best w state of the art” communications techniques can 

he used by the inspecting teams,, thereby making them increasingly effective 
concurrent with improvements in communications techniques. On the other 
hand if each team is dependent upon local communications facilities made 
available to it by the host country, there will undoubtedly he a consi- 
derable time lag between the development of new techniques and the host 
country's provision of them for use by the teams. 

d. Weaknesses of any one inspecting team and/or of the whole 
system will not be divulged to the host country if each t asm has its own 
communications channel including secure ciphers, (to the other hand if 
e v er y thi n g the inspectors report is capable of being monitored by the 
boat country, the host country has an imaedlate check on whether or not 
the team is affective and can capitalise on this information in initiating 
a surprise attack. 
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«, An offer or an acceptance of the offer for free and unfettered 
ooBaw af cations to and from inspection teams could he interpreted by both 
parties as an act of good faith toward making the inspection team effective 

and workable. 

f, 4 truly effective and reliable communications system from the 
team to its headquarters could in itself be a deterrent to the host 
country to even consider an action 'Which could under normal circumstances 
lead to an Increase in tension between the two countries or among the world 
powers. 

5« The arguments against the above principles are as follows: 

a* There will probably be some opposition in the U.S. to allowing 
"foreigners" to operate communications systems from U.S. soil. Currently, 
the Communications Act of 19^ prohibits such operation. This Act will have 
to be changed by Congress or superseded by a treaty which will have to 
be ratified by Congress. 

b. The surveillance of Soviet or Soviet bloc teams in the U.S. will 
be considerably more difficult and would require more effort on the part of 
the U.S. if they are allowed to communicate without restriction and with 
their own facilities. 

o. The Soviet bloc control of their own system within the U.S. will 
make it possible for them to conduct espionage operations using their team’s 
cosssuaications as a tool. 

4, The cost of maintaining the teams with their own communications 
facilities will be increased. 

e. A number of technical problems such as the alloca+*oa of frequencies 


Approved For Release 2000/08 1 


A-RDP80R01 441 R0001 0001001 7-5 




ana limitation of transmitter power vill be added to tbe may otfcer 
problems of establishing an inspection teaa in a foreign country. 

f . fha cofiEunications facilities of an inspection tcaa could 
conceivably be designed for use as part of a aissUe guidance system for 
t^eir am. aisailee to hone on the sites uhieb they are inspecting. 
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WSG/bab * 12 Juae 1 958 List of CaaauttieaiUaaa Be*gairesa safes 


4fW 

Iteclmr test Suspension Talfcc 

1* Apswopriftte cleared freqjieaeies usd sufficient power to permit 
aMtourj o» e. yaor-maid basis, earasuaicaiioaa betvcea; 

** S'aawaMBt bases uithla the USSB sad exterafO. U, S. ecissiaica- 

tions bases. 

fe« the panaaoeat bases tbscieelveo. 

c » ®K0SiB*«t bases sod stabile tesos, either directly or via 

relay sta tions . 

2* The right to ass U» S. siryptograpbic systems nod e^uipasoat 00 
the above circuit*. 

3* Q^raabee 0 # freed®* frcsa accidental or iateotlonal inter- 
fereaoe with these circuits. 

%. frasdott of 0. $. ooBswateatiooe stations, both fixed m& aoeile 
ftw» inspection. 

5* to stiset the aode of aaaissioa, mage of frequencies cod 

appropriate equlpoo&t ia accord ance with cosBucictitl ooe requlmaent* re» 
eultiog fron geography, natural pb^saBaa or other factors haviag a sig- 
nificant effect oa the efficiency of the cosa mlg atiaqs circuits caucemed. 

6. Guarantee of adequate real estate oa vtHch to erect anten nas 
of li* S. choosing. 

7* Right to use evaLlable laaSIias fsc ill ties, if desired, vitfc 
rats® to be antually established. 
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Alt. 

&4 raasfkttr #f 


DisewaJUas wT the £?*© i zi Slgfc. 5 %sr*>& Tecrsl^aaS 
fbr CfcMttftitoiUaflar vttlk Xnaja cUaa Jvsmt 


4 

Q<L ?,oS o 
^Ti 3<HSif 


1* '£&« fcws glees# M#s #§>#$1 oswKieieati’jfe® -s^Mpjeat vjblth- ‘mte 
to w&stb’&t'S- &t ito HhS* S^topitlsa to tl$& j&t&s&A 

Cttfaferaa&e Kef* «f .scase- iee&ai^faee mt&ls ©mi# s a yle^ t# 

*« #«*«• x H rt i to eesnaaiceti©** i» mA -Mi isspecUea taam* 

®*i 1&*i* hmtymrt >*r» tw%*£4# tte tewrtwy 

a* 2Sms $$<4& AjwtIshs sh®n» ia&s se* .smcS^# the ^s&aigtli^ 

i»«64f«s * primly* *£ «e#MwsJ^t4aaai that is ay the ©3. Ate Hem* 

is eae at their esammlmtim* a^atoas. ffe&Aarttso af & a»j£tt«iea£ %uaeti% 
c«r the toe&ses to mtfit ISO iw|>&©tJLaa team# %?ywi4 tak# *$'»» „aat to tab 
^mxm» Xf «aar mdificr&fciae of tte« BS~44 3«B*ha#t;'ato4 4 *m K : to ragoisei , &s 4 
miiifctow*. %mx isf 4s*i^s aa£ testing time iscaii t$ he sa4%4. Siass: 
the toahni^M us*# %g tots agstuts l s so wfeua? *&o«k, this twauM be 

will lag to mkm*v It tor ms fcgr the iciest toa toss® if it serf- &£i&asifeto 
toat its «ats to to ite toast Aatetmat &i tut ®*ii* Qcwrmssst <s$ a atotto* 

ms: wa£4 set fiwrlAesteiy toss? «§• jge&agr 

to $*» araoto. *£ to* SS-OH ftot toe atoms Is % psst»t#i»» UsA# 

4 mim m m %» toe s mig aa t ifeies* mwi4 fAU to a relatively' sisit 

ff.tosaif iastiatt 4KtA$afy #i tots ptoat 4a tiate» isiS# aaefiUI sast to 

’w&yttat; to asptof to» we s# tots toeteifat Uto the-, tsa^tottoh t.asw utth- 
ssmt ©ajpsfiii sea^totottas sbsI khpI^Ms^; ef toe u?emii testitoat Jjitorast. 
thi to 1 this tcestoi^pR) to toe at teis ttoe asst to to 

to* hast iatoaii ef tos I estiaat# ttot it -wsmli to; at least 

3f~Nay» tsfians * tpahlsttir toaM to »®r we £/ the ias^^stl^ 

teams-*- 


3* 2 haw* fe» adbanr# 'alto the wpt'opjrlsta j^gsaay SKfftstois* 

It is ®@r «md Hustr s o a sl.is t 4iws that tot %h4I» «ms to ia> Inr ttsiAilaAie 

to «23i«A. iaMpsetiwa. teams Ii‘ sa^ai^eA. f #a wt- la^ievii that At we2& to 

£*«e^*3ri &te ^.-v r >4.4 , -e-i 

mmMmk sSXitr «f this mv&lit® ^aip^st *r %e-s®*l«3», ima isM tfe# «sasff 'wmmm* 
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